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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE [31 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )S Responsive to communication{s) filed on 18 February 2005 . 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)K This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is In condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-34 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim{s) 1-18 is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) IEI Claim(s) 19-34 is/are rejected. 

Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)|EI The drawing(s) filed on 18 February 2005 is/are: a)IEl accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121 (d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)n All b)n Some * c)^ None of: 

1 D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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Examiner's Detailed Office Action 

1. This office action is responsive to communication received on February 18, 2005. 

2. Claims 1-18 have been canceled. 

3. Claims 19-34 have been added and examined. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The foUow^ing is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections imder this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

5. The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
directly or indirectly fi-om an intemational application filed before November 29, 2000. 
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Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AIPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

6. Claims 19-20, 22-25, 27-28, & 30-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Bigus et al. (USPN 6,401,080 Bl). 

Regarding claims 19, 24, 27, & 32. Bigus et al describes a method for enhancing nego- 
tiations {see Abstract) for telecommunication services for a party using an interface \see 
Fig. 1 & Fig. 2; C 5, L 32-63 Examiner interprets this as the transmission and reception 
of information of any type, including data, television pictures, sound, and facsimiles, 
employing electrical or optical signals sent over wires or fibers or through the air] 
comprising: providing a negotiation engine [see Fig. 4, item 102] for negotiating tele- 
conmiunication services between a party and a telecommunications provider; [see Fig. 1; 
Fig. 2; C 6, L 12-31 & Fig. 4; C 7, L 15-31]; providing an inteUigent agent for negotia- 
ting, on behalf of the party, telecommunication services of the telecommunications pro- 
vider; [see Fig. 1; Fig. 2; C 6, L 12-31 & Fig. 4; C 7, L 15-31]; and providing an interface 
having one or more editable fields corresponding to telecommunication service parame- 
ters for the negotiation; [see Fig. 3; C 6, L 32 to C 7, L 14 & Fig. 4, item 108, C 7, 
L 16-31, Examiner's note: Fig, 3, item 15, shows an external network or interface, e.g., 
Fig. I. of which, shows workstations that can be employed as a human interface. Fig 4, 
shows a library component hosting libraries or databases the information utilized by 
knowledge components and an optional view which also can be employed as a human 
interface for supplying instruction to the agent. Examiner interprets the act of accessing 
the agent through the network interfaces to be the same as editing fields or customizing 
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the applications for purpose of carrying out negotiations. ]\ notifying the party of a suc- 
cessful negotiation result; [see C 3, L 49 to C 4, L 23]; and the telecommunications com- 
pany receiving an acceptance of the negotiation result by the party [see C 3, L 49 to C 4, 
L23]. 

Regarding claims 20, 25, 28, & 33. Bigus et al describes the interface is provided for 
either or both of the party and the telecommunications provider [see Fig. 1 & Fig. 2; C 5, 
L 32-63]. 

Regarding claims 22 & 30. Bigus et aL describes notifying the party of a successful 
negotiation result [see C 3, L 49 to C 4, L 23]. 

Regarding claims 23 & 3 1 . Bigus et al. describes the telecommunications company re- 
ceiving an acceptance of the negotiation result by the party [see C 3, L 49 to C 4, L 23]. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 21, 26, 29 & 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
Bigus et al (USPN 6,401,080 Bl) further in view of Teitelbaum (USPN 5,872,834). 
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The Bigus et al reference has been discussed above and does not explicitly teach the 
limitations embodied in claims 21, 26, 29 & 34. However, Teitelbaum describes the 
limitations embodied in claims 21, 26, 29 & 34. 

Regarding claims 21, 26, 29 & 34. 21. Teitelbaum describes one or more parameters 
being selected from the group consisting of: a maximum cost of airtime for a predefine 
unit period, a maximum cost of airtime during a peak airtime period for a predefined unit 
period, a maximum cost of airtime during an off-peak airtime period for a predefined imit 
period, common phone number called [see C 6, L 56-65], a predetermined airtime reser- 
vation, a flat fee for cost of the use of the telecommunication services for a unit period 
of time during a predetermined airtime reservation, and a maximxmi cost of roaming. It 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a persons having ordi- 
nary skill in the art to combine Bigus et al with Teitelbaum because a current trend in 
telephone technologies is to extend customer features and access to those features in a 
fashion that allows for control, billing, and transparency [see C 1, L 45-47]. 

Correspondence Information 

9. Any inquires concerning this conmiunication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael B. Holmes, who may be reached Monday 
through Friday, between 8:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. EST. or via telephone at (571) 272-3686 
or facsimile transmission (571) 273-3686 or email MichaeLholmesb@uspto.gov . 

If you need to send an Official facsimile transmission, please send it to 
(703) 746-7239. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner are unsuccessful the Examiner's Supervisor, 
Anthony Knight, may be reached at (571) 272-3687. 

Hand-delivered responses should be delivered to the Receptionist @ (Customer 
Service Window Randolph Building 401 Dulany Street Alexandria, VA 22313), located 
on the first floor of the south side of the Randolph Building. 
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